Treatment and Prevention of Poisoning SIR,-Your leading article (28 December, p. 787) highlights the contents of the report recently published by the Ministry of Health and Scottish Home and Health Department on the Hospital Treatment of Acute Poisoning.' In particular it draws attention to the sheer weight of numbers now encountered who take an overdose-50,000 admissions in 1964 compared with 16,000 in 1957; 6.8% of all admissions to general medical and surgical beds; nearly 6,000 deaths from poisoning in 1966. As you state, the statistics have disclosed a major public health problem which has reached epidemic proportions. You rightly advocate quick action by regional boards to implement the recommendations contained in the report.
Your readers might be interested to learn how this epidemic is to be tackled in Scotland. The Home and Health Department in a memorandum (S.H.M. 81/1968) commend the report to hospital authorities but state " the recommendations contained in the report must be considered in the context of the demands of other hospital services on available resources and it will not be possible for additional funds to be made available to hospital authorities for this purpose." One can but wonder how serious an epidemic has to be disclosed before additional funds will be made available. There is, however, still much to be done. Let us hope that when the medical history of this period is finally written it will be said that it was the pathologists who, in appreciation of the services of their non-medical colleagues, took the leading role in obtaining for them the same excellent career structure as they had themselves with comparable opportunities for financial betterment, postgraduate qualifications, and advancement of status.
Before discussing the need for improved career structures we should ask ourselves whether first-degree science graduates in the regional hospitals really have the same opportunities to gain a Ph.D. as the young pathologist to obtain an M.C.Path., whether technicians and young scientists have the same opportunities to work under or consult persons able to understand the problems of their own Correspondence MEDIAL Jo specialty-that is, senior scientists-and, most important, whether at the appropriate age they will have the same opportunity to give first-hand advice to their local hospital administrative bodies on problems on which only they are competent to comment.
I believe the answer to all these questions is no, and that until this is remedied we will not attract to the hospital service the best of the school-leavers or the flower of the undergraduate science departments. Equally, and in contradistinction to your leader-writer, I believe this is a neglect "that the country can at present ill-afford" but which the Zuckerman recommendations would go far to remedy. I would therefore call upon all who recognize the potential contribution of the scientist to medicine-and surely this must include the present heads of laboratories -to give the report the understanding and appreciation which the vision and courage of the committee so richly deserve. 
